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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . The amendment filed on 06/21/2006 has been entered. 



Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 06/21/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive because the Bartok reference, after mapping process 332 is completed, 
does not alter the colormap or the color image displayed during accessing step 334 and 
execution step 336. Applicants argument in the paragraph spanning pages 5 and 6 
concerning claim 17 is incorrect because after process 332 is complete the mapping 
that is performed by the computer in response to a user selecting a hotspot does not 
alter the image displayed to the user. Thus, Bartok does not alter the pixel color map 
image when the user is interacting with the displayed image in order to select a hotspot 
and, thus, selecting a corresponding computer function. The argument presented for 
clam 1 on page 6 is not persuasive for the same reason that the computer does not 
alter the pixel color map when the operator graphical interface is being engaged by an 
operator when the computer is corelating a pixel color to a computer function. The 
argument presented for clam 10 on page 6 is not persuasive because Bartok's 
computer does not alter the pixel color map when the operator selects a first desired 
region via a pointing device when the computer is correlating a pixel color to a computer 
program function. In summary, applicants' arguments concerning Bartok are not 
persuasive because Bartok does not alter the color pixel map when the computer Is 
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correlating (claimed mapping) a pixel color value with a computer function to be 
performed by the computer when the user selects via a pointing device a pixel or region 
of the image. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, In such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claims 10-12, 15, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application 
was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. The claim limitation added to claim 
10 at line 1 1 "or comparable color values" is not manifested and not conveyed by the 
originally filed specification to one of ordinary skill in the art. Applicants' specification's 
paragraph 0022 states "For example, whereas selection of red color resulted in a function of 
checking the paper stature, and selection of the blue color resulted in the function of checking the 
number of copies printed, the mapping of the colors in the system may be such that selection of 
both red and blue will cause the function of checking the paper status." and paragraph 0023 
states "Then, and when the user wishes to map two or more colors to the same action, this may 
be accomplished using the offscreen action map. Particularly, if in FIG. 2 only two actions are to 
be undertaken, then three of the colors (e.g., 18, 20, 22) could be mapped to the white colored 
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box of the offscreen map (12) and the remaining three colors (24, 26, 28) to the black colors of 
the offscreen map (14). It is to be appreciated that this change is done only as an example and 
other arrangements could be used to accompUsh this outcome. For example, if a look-up table 
were used, multiple colors may be associated with the same instruction." The specification 
discusses red and blue being used to result in the same function being performed and 
discusses using two or more colors to result in the same function being performed. 
However, the specification does not convey the scope of the claimed "comparable color 
values". Similarly, the specification does not define what is meant by the claimed 
"comparable color values". 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

6. Claims 1-3, 6-12, 15-18, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipate by Bartok, US patent 5,737,553. The Bartok reference, after mapping 
process 332 is completed, does not alter the colormap image displayed during 
accessing step 334 and execution step 336. The claims of this application correspond 
to Bartok's accessing step 334 and execution step 336. 

A detailed analysis of the claims follows. 
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Claim 1: 

Bartok teaclies a computer system performing interactive commands, comprised 

of: 

an input responsive to an operator action (Figure 1 , column 1 line 20-25 and 
column 5 line 24-30, keyboard 18, and mouse 20); 

an output for performing a computer program function (Output ports 34 for 
connecting to various output devices in addition to display 14. Column 14 lines 5-10 
discuss a computer output function.); 

an operator graphical interface including a pixel color map (Color image 60. 
Column 6 lines 10-21 and column 7 lines 61-65 discuss color image 60. Likewise a 
map is discussed at column 3 lines 21-26 and column 12 lines 19-27. Similarly at 
column 8 line 23-27 teaches the pixel color map may be an off-screen bitmap.) 
supported on the computer system, displayed on a computer monitor display screen 
(14) and being engaged by the operator via the input (16) configured to selectively map 
(Changing activate to map in the 6/21/2006 amendment does not differentiate this claim 
from Bartok since when Bartok's computer correlate a pixel color to a computer function 
the computer is mapping the pixel color to a computer function.) at least one sensitive 
region on the display screen (Any color of the image may be mapped to a computer 
implemented function. Refer to the abstract, column 7 lines 61-65, column 8 lines 40-50 
and 58-60, and column 14 lines 30-35.), and 

wherein the at least one sensitive region is designated in the pixel color map 
without altering the pixel color map (This claim limitation corresponds to Bartok's 
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accessing step 334 and execution step 336 and not to the mapping process 332. 
Accessing step 334 and execution step 336 does not alter the color image displayed on 
the monitor.), the region associated with at least one pixel color value selected from the 
pixel color map currently displayed on the graphical interface which triggers the 
computer program function (Each pixel of the color image may trigger a computer 
implemented function corresponding to its color.). 

Claim 2: 

Bartok teaches the computer system according to claim 1 , wherein the operator 
graphical interface includes files selected from the group of a GIF file, JPEG file, an 
HTML file, and an offscreen file because it teaches using any pixel based color image 
as the graphical interface. GIF, graphics interchange format, is a bit-mapped graphics 
file fomnat. HTML file supports links to other documents, as well as graphics used by the 
World Wide Web that is also supported by the graphics card of Bartok. JPEG forms a 
pixel based image on the display screen. The map is an offscreen file that conresponds 
a pixel's color to a computer implemented function. 

Claim 3: 

Bartok teaches the computer system according to claim 1 , 
wherein the input is a computer mouse, a trackball, or a keyboard, whereby the 
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operator interface program samples and processes signals from the input (Column 4 
lines 54-59 discuss mouse 20 and keyboard 18 and implicitly inherently teaches a 
trackball by including "other peripheral equipment required for operation". ) 

Claim 6: 

The computer system according to claim 1 , wherein the 
computer program function performs diagnostics (Column 4 lines 60-64 discusses 
computer functions which include diagnostics.). 

Claim 7: 

The computer system according to claim 1 , the pixel color map is an offscreen 
bitmap (Column 8 line 23-27 teaches the pixel color map may be an off-screen bitmap. 
Similarly column 3 lines 21-26 teaches using color indices as an off-screen bitmap since 
an index for each pixel number will be required.). 

Claim 8: 

The computer system according to claim 1 , wherein an algorithm is mapped to a 
specific pixel color value and performs a particular computer program function (Column 
4 lines 60-64, column 6 line 64 to column 7 line 4, and column 7 lines 61-65 teach each 
pixel color is mapped to a corresponding computer implemented function.). 
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Claim 9: 

The computer system according .to claim 8, wherein a plurality 
of algorithms are mapped to a plurality of pixel color values (Column 4 lines 60-64, 
column 6 line 64 to column 7 line 4, and column 7 lines 61-65 teach each pixel color is 
mapped to a corresponding computer implemented function.). 

Claims 10 and 17: 

These claims are similar to claim 1 and they are rejected for the reasons given 
for claim 1 and additionally discontinuous hot spots are discussed at column 7 line 61 to 
column 8 line 5 and column 14 lines 30-35 which teaches "mapping all regions of said 
pixel color map image that comprise the at least one color value. . . as the selected 
region with the computer program" of claim 10 and which teaches "mapping an 
algorithm to all occurrences of the at least first pixel color value including occurrences of 
the at least first pixel color value outside of the selected region without altering the pixel 
color map image" of claim 17. 

Claim 11: 

This claim corresponds to claim 8. 
Claim 12: 

This claim corresponds to claim 9. 



Application/Control Number: 10/040,989 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2628 

Claim 15: 

This claim corresponds to claim 7. 
Claim 16: 

This claim corresponds to claim 6. 
Claim 18: 

This claim corresponds to claim 6. 
Claim 21: 

This claim corresponds to claim 9. 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeffery A Brier whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
7656. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 7:00 to 3:30. If attempts to 
reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Michael 
Razavi, can be reached at (571) 272-7664. The fax phone Number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Infomnation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomiation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Jeffery A Brier 
Primary Examiner 
Division 2628 



